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THE MISUSE OF INTELLIGENCE INFORMATION

The American people are being enticed dovn the trail °f,
ineecurity by the issuance of misinformation about our deterrent
pover; and specifically about the missile gap.

The intelligence books have been juggled so the budget bocke
may be balanced.

This is & serious accusation, vhich I make witt; all gravity.

I realize fully that my statements on this vital matter way
e lebeled as politically motivated by those who prefer to conceel
' the facts; and by others who do not know the facts.

I choose-to face that risk. It is an insignificant risk

indeed coqpa.red vitb the unwarranted risk vhich @1. policy of

;concem to me for yeu‘l, and that I have uda vory efrort to get
the facts and to analyre them objectively.

Occesionally, after the Adninistmtihi':l ‘uv'ngcurscireo bave
been clearly and 'publicly labeled as such, top officiels have
modified their previous statements, such as occurred in the casae

of Secretary McElroy's admission last year, sbout the 3 to 1 missile

ep-
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missile gap was heing generally accepted, the Adminis<rat; .
proceeded to change the ground rules for evaluating the facts

A few events over the pest 18 months are pertinent.

In late July 1958, the Director of the Central Intellipe ce
Agency briefed me on the Intelligence Cmity's estinate of
Soviet missile capability. This analysis showed a substantiel. anaA
groving, missile gap. Based upon ell the facts available tn me hm
evez:, I considered that the Director had underrated the Soviet
missile development.

Accordingly, on August 6, 1958, I visited with him azain
and pointed out in some detatl my reasons for believing that th:
Soviet long-range missile development was greater than he had
egtimated.

A few days later, on Imguat 8, 1958,
. .Benate. At that time he report.ea ,

ee briefed ;L:w' :

developmwt which were the sane as thou

two previaus occuions «

. On August 29, 1958, therefore, I re;uf‘sted n’itppointmt Et
with the Pregident, in order to present t;a":hmnvy ':.pprehenaion
about the planned missile gap. At that time I undertook to expl- in
vhy I believed the Soviet figures as preaented by Mr. mlles wer

.\mderestimted and left with the Prumont_ . 1m§ Tietter giving

: the detuls .
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These tal:ow-up ¢ nlurence., Woire neld, but the os..:t”
presented by Mr. Dulies werc not voenged; in fect, & rew wees:
later, Decernber 195, just prior o tne AMministration’s jpree«nta
tion of the fiscal year 196G budget, the estlmtes of Scvier .tM
capebility Leretofore atrirmed and reaffirmed by Mr. Dulles vere
further adjusted downward. ‘

.'ﬁxis downgreding of Soviet capablility at that time concern g
me for several reasons: first, because it appeared probedi: towi
our deterrent posture wus being weakened by the misuse of 1ntel.i
gence data, and secondly, beceuse the people were not beilng woiw
the facts.

On January 12, 1959, the Vice President was reportec us

having told a press group that the U. S. vas ﬁ_ra.pidly closing the

missile gap. Immediately after this rnm:uc}report, I told t-

sltuatlop in percentages.

In all fairness, it should be noted ‘that thereafter Becre ary
McElroy did admit to the press that the ICBM gap could well becc:e
a 3 to 1 ratio in favor of the Soviets,

On the basis of the facts evailnb}e to ne, I believed the -

A'"Secretary ‘McElroy's 3 to 1 ratio greatly: mﬁeretated the cm
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substitution of urgency for the existing Complacency.

But no such anticipated change in our ICBM efforts resulted,

Rather, the Administration took another approach -- i.e., that or )

further downgrading the 8oviet migsile posture.

" On January 13, 1960, before the House Appropriations Com-

.mittee , and egain on Jamary 19 before the SBenate Armed Service-

Committee, the new Becretary of Defense informed the Congress anc

the people that they were using nev ground rules for interpreting

intelligence data regarding Soviet ICBMs.

The pew policy 1s to compere Soviet intent 1in the ICBM fiela

es against our ICBM schedules. Piior to this, the comparison had

been based upon Soviet capability in the
ICBM schedules.

ICEN field as against ouw:

"s»mmmm-muwmmw
' lamnthstgo

0o Jemuary 2, 1959, and again on Jamiary 2, 1959, Secretary
McElroy testified to the Senate as follows:

“I think it would be very dangerous if we did not
proceed on this basis, ., . . I thinkgtbtt it, lmn.d de
understood that from the standpoint of

» Defense, we are assuming, as I think v lhaulducmn
_ that ‘they - ave these,

i

Appro(@d For Release 2002/10/30 : CIA-RDP80B01676R000900030079-6



7 \ b ) " )
‘Approved For Release 2002/1 0/3(°: CIA-RDP80B01676R000900030079-6

On January 13, 1960, and egein on January 19, 1960, Becretrry
Gates revealed e rsadical change in policy from that announced by
his predecessor. The following quotation is from Secretary Gates’
testimony before the House Committee on Januery 13:
"Heretofore, we bave been giving you intelligence
figures that dsalt with the theoretical Soviet capability.
This is the first time that we have had an intelligence
estimate that says, 'This is vhat the Soviet Uniomn paobebly
will 4o.' Therefore, the great divergence, based on
figures that have been testified to in years paat, narrows
because ve telked before sbout a different set of compariscns
- ones that were based on Soviet capabilities. This prescut

cne is an intelligence estimate on what we belie-ve he
probably will do, not ‘what he is capable of doing.”

'I'ne basic concept has been changed. The rundamntal basis
of prior evaluation vas c_aE__x. Row suddmly 1t ha.a becone
intent,

w this process, the Adninutrndm has given the people
tho‘muou that the uum deterrent w has deen lhu'ply

‘? '-ny "m mi-u that have been vritten th '-ﬁ @tm;uc vein
about vtut-m mddmlybm discovered ebout our relative ICPM
In other words, without eccelersting our ICBM progrem, the
impression has been given that the admitted 3 to 1 gap no longer
‘On ‘the January 24, 1960, "Ptce the m t‘lmlt‘ Secretary

~}or the M.r Force Bhl.rpm ukod, "Is ﬂnrom,to be m{pcrioc
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during 1960, or '61, or ‘62, or '€3 when Russla will have mcre
missiles than we have, which are ready to go, and that & misslle

gap will, in fact, exist?” Secretary Sharp replied, "I think it i:

- doubtful, but they might.”

A year ago Secretary of Defense McElroy anncunced a 3 to 1
missile gap. Under the newv theory, the Secretary of the Air Force
thinks there may be no gap at all.

From a budgetary point of view, of course, this ghift in
policy 1..3 leﬁu expensive than @ld be a decision to accelersate
our own ICBEM program.

Without going into th:: classified specifica, I believe 1t
18 important for the American people to xnovw that this manipulaticn
of data as to quantity vas also accompanied by en effort to down-

grade the Soviet missiles as to quality -- the recent impreasive

; ‘__Soviat niuue test in the Pacific notvit.hnundinc

' In hia aum ot ‘the Bnion message of.hmv 1, 1960, the

dent eald: "Our militery missile prod‘;

from eny present lack of very lerge rocket en(inu. « » « The

thrust of our present missiles is fully adequate for defense

requirements.”
Secretary of Defense Gates used almost the same vords as tne

Preeident in minimizing the significance of the large rockets used

1in the Soviet ICEMs.

Again, without revealing the specifics of classified testimony,

rtant to bring out that the destructive payload sttributed
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This does not include our IRBMs vis-e~-vis ;I:heir missiles
of that categéry -- although if it 414, the Soviet advantege
would be even grester.

Likevise, this comparison does not includs the crulser end
submerine launched missiles vhich both Russia and the United
States are expected to bave, If it did includs such types of
missiles, however, it is not rma.li.ng classified data to state
that more missiles would be added to the Soviet side of the

comparison than to the U. 8. side.

Therefore, I charge this Administration \vilth using intelli.-
gence {nformation in such a mamner that the Aperican pecple have
been given an inaccurate picture of vhat {8 nscessary for aur
national defense.

I regret tRit 1t is neceasary for ms t@ meke this serious

chargs. - B R
But, becsuss of the critical o

qestion to the security of the United States and the free warld,
xu«mmmmm.mm;/m”m

ths truth.
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